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A bstract

A fter an Introduction into the sub ct we show how one constructs
a canonical form alism in space-tin e noncom m utative theories which al-
low s to de ne the notion of rst—class constraints and to analyse gauge
symm etries. W e use this form alisn to perform a noncom m utative defor-
m ation of two-din ensional string graviy (@lso known as W iten black
holk).
D edicated to Yu. V . Novozhilbv on the occasion of his 80th birthday

1 Introduction

O ver the past decade considerable progress has been achieved In noncom —
mutative eld theories!Il]l. These theories are de ned on a m anifold whose
coordinates do not comm ute. T here are two essentially equivalent ways to de—
scribe noncom m utative coordinates. O ne either introduces operators instead
of numbers, or de nes a new product of functions on the m anifold. Here we
shall use the latter approach.

N oncom m utativity is not a purely theoretical invention. N oncom m utative
coordinates is a feature of m any physical system s. A's an exam ple one m ay
consider electrons in an extemalm agnetic eld. If one then restricts the elec—
trons to several lowest Landau level, one gets second class constraints. D irac
brackets of the coordinates are then nonzero. T his situations is realized in the
Quantum HallE ect. Another in portant exam ple com es from string theory.
Tt has been dem onstrated that coordinates of the end points of open string
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do not commute. Consequently, eld theores on D irichlet branes are non-
comm utative eld theordes. O ne can argue by using very general argum ents
2] that already classical gravity in plies noncom m utativity of coordinates at
short distances.

Let us now de ne the star product of functions which will replace usual
point-w ise product. Consider a spacetimem anifold M ofdimension D . The
M oyal star product of functionson M reads

f?c_:;=f<x)ex1o§l R @ gk : 1)

is a constant antisym m etric m atrix. T his product is associative, (£ 2g) ?h =
f? @?h). In this form the star product has to be applied to plane waves
and then extended to all (square integrable) functionsby m eans of the Fourier

series. O bviously,
X ?X X ?x =1 : )

W e In pose no restrictionson , ie. we allow for the space-tin e noncom m uta—
The M oyal product is closed,
Z Z
&P xf 2g= P xf g 3)

M M

(wWhere  denotesusual com m utative product), it resoects the Lebniz rule

@ (Ef?29)= @£)2g+£2@q9); @)
and allow s to m ake cyclic pem utations under the integral
Z Z
P xf2g?2h= dPxh?2f2g: ®)
M M

The product [Il) is not the only possible choice of an associative noncom m u-—
tative product. The right hand side of [J) can depend, in principle, on the
coordinates.

To construct a noncom m utative counterpart of given comm utative eld
theory on has to replace all point-w ise products by the star products. The
resul is, of course, not unigque. There are som e natural restrictions on non—
com m utative defomm ations of eld theordes. For exam ple, one usually requires
that num ber of gauge sym m etries is preserved by the deform ation.

Among allnoncomm utative eld theordes the theoriesw ith space-tin e non-
com m utativity have a som ew hat lower standing since it is believed that they
cannot be properly quantised because of the problam s w ith causality and uni-
tarity (see, eg., [3]). Such problem s occur due to the tin enonlocality ofthese
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theories caused by the presence ofan in  nite num ber of tem poralderivatives in
the M oyal star product. However, it hasbeen shown later, that unitarity can
be restored AT (see also @) 1n soace—tin e noncom m utative theories and that
the path Integral quantisation can be perform ed [1]. This progress suggests
that space-tin e nonocom m utative theories m ay be incorporated in general or—
m alisn of canonical quantisation [8]. Indeed, a canonical approach has been
suggested In [9].

Apart from quantisation, there is another context in which canonical ap—
proach is very usefil. This is the canonical analysis of constraints and corre—
goonding gauge sym m etries [8]. Theproblm ofsym m etriesbecom es extram ely
com plicated In noncom m utative theories. A Iready at the level of global sym —
m etries one see phenom ena which never appear in the com m utative theories.
For exam ple, the energy-m om entum tensor in translation-invariant noncom —
m utative theories is not locally conserved (cf. pedagogical comm ents in [10]).
At the sam e tin e altorder renom alizable noncom m utative * theory is not
translation-invariant [L1]. A Lorentz-nvariant Interpretation of noncom m uta—
tive spacetin e Jkeads to a tw isted Poncare symm etry [14]. Tt is unclear how

(and if) this global symm etry can be related to localdi eom orphian trans-
fom ations analysed, eg., n [L3]. P roper deform ation of gauge sym m etries of
generic tw o-dim ensionaldilaton gravities rem ainson open problm (seebelow).

Solving (som e of) the problam s related to gauge sym m etries in noncom m uta-—
tive eld theordes by the canonical m ethods is the m ain m otivation for this
work.

W e start our analysis from the very beginning, ie. wih a de nition of
the canonical bracket. Our approach is based on two m ain ideas. First of
all, we ssparate In plicit tin e derivatives which are contained In the M oyal
star), and explicit ones (W hich suxrvive In the com m utative lin i) . O nly explicit
derivatives de ne the canonical structure. A s a consequence, the constraints
and the ham iltonian becom e non-local in tin e. T herefore, the notion of sam e—
tin e canonical brackets becom esm eaningless. W e sin ply postulate a bracket
between canonical variables taken at di erent points of space (x and ¥) and
oftine (tand t)):

fo %D &5g= 2 & X)) ¢ O ©6)

This bracket is som ewhat sim ilar to the one appearing in the O strogradski
form alisn for theories w ith higher order tim e derivatives (see, eg., [14] or
applicationsto eld theories and|¥] for the use In gpace-tin e noncom m utative
theories), but there are In portant di erences (@ m ore detailed com parison is
postponed until sec. 3).

10 ne has to note that the approach based on tin e-ordered perturbation theory has som e
Intemaldi culties [B].



O f ocourse, the proposed formm alism m eans a departure from the standard
canonical procedure. N evertheless, we are abl to dem onstrate that the new
bracket satis es such findam ental requirem ents as antisym m etry and the Ja—
cobi dentities. These bradkets generate equations of m otion. M oreover, one
can de ne the notion of rst—<class constraints w ith respect to the new bracket
and show that these constraints generate gauge sym m etries of the action. W e
shallderive an explicit form ofthe sym m etry transfomm ation and see that they
Jook very sin ilar to the com m utative case (the only di erence, in fact, is the
modi edbradket and the starproduct everyw here) . W e stress that our bracket
w ill be used here to analyse gauge sym m etries of classical system s only. It is
not clear whether such a bradket is usefiil for quantisation.

Them ain application ofthe canonical form alisn proposed here isnoncom —
m utative gravity theories In two din ensions. Let us consider the com m utative
case rst (see review [I5] where one can also nd a m ore extensive literature
survey) . Since the E instein-H ibert Lagrangian density in two din ensions is a
total derivative, one has to introduce a scalar eld (called dilaton) so that

the action reads:
Z
__ R U
S - dzxp R ()

> 5 € ¥+Vv() : )

T his action is general enough to describbe m any In portant gravity theories in
tw o din ensions. For exam ple, the choice

V()= ; U()=0 @)

yields the Jackiw Teiteboin (JT) m odel 1ar. Spherically symm etric reduc—
tion ofthe E instein theory in D dim ensions kads to the dilaton gravity action
In two din ensions w ith the potentials:

D 4 1
V()/ ©»z; u()/ —: ©)

The Iow energy lim it of string theory [18] w illbe of particular in portance for
the present work. It is describbed by the potentials:

v)= 2°; u()= -—: 10)

Thism odel is also called the W itten black hole.
By a dilaton dependent confom altransbmationg = e 2 g wih

Z

= 12- U (¥ )dy 1)

2T he equations ofm otion Hr thism odelwere rst studied 7).




one cbtains an action for the metric g again in the orm [@) but wih the
potentials
U=20; V=Vexp( 2 ): 12)

For the string gravity [I0) the potential
v= 2° (13)

is a constant. Note, that the transform ation g ! g may be sngular, so
that conform ally related theories describbe, In general, globally nequivalent
geom etries. H owever, this confom al transform ation m ay be very usefiill as it
sin pli es the localdynam ics considerably.
The action [M) can be rew ritten In the st order fom :
Z

S = De+ dl +

a
a

U()+Vv() ; (14)

where we have used the Cartan notations, € = €*dx is the zwebein one-
form ,a= 0;1 isthe Lorentz ndex, ! = ! dx isthe spin-connection one-form
(usual spin-connection is ! ", with "®* being the Levi€ vita symbol). is
the volum e twoom . D & = de® + "3, ! ~ & is the torsion two—fom . To prove
the equivalence [L9] one has to exclude auxiliary elds , and the torsion part
of ! by m eans of algebraic equations of m otion. T he rest then depends on &
only through themetricg = €*e , and is Indeed equivalent to [1). The proof
of quantum equivalence 0] ism ore tricky.

Commutative dilaton gravities n two din ensions are beihg successully
used to get an insight into such com plicated problem s as gravitationalcollapse,
Inform ation paradox, and quantisation ofgravity. In the noncom m utative case
only the JT m odel was treated in som e detail n classical 211] and quantum
22] regines. W e also lke to mention an altemative approach [23] to non-
com m utative geom etry In two din ensions which does not use any particular
action.

In this paper we construct another two-din ensional noncom m utative dila—
ton gravity which is a deform ation of conform ally transform ed string gravity
and analyse its gauge symm etries by using the canonical analysis suggested
below .

2 Canonicalbracket

Thephase spaceonM consists ofthe variables ry w hich can be subdivided into
canonicalpairs g;p and othervariables which do not have canonicalpartners



(these w ill play the role of Lagrange m ultipliers or of gauge param eters). W e
de neabracket (5;r) tobe 1 on the canonicalpairs,

@)= ©x)= > (15)

and zero othemw ise (eg., ( ;p) = ©%;p°) = 0).W ith thisde nition thebracket
@) reads: fr; x);r; ®)g= (@ir;) & ¥).Note, that we are not going to use
brackets between two local expressions (see discussion below ).

Now we can de ne canonical brackets between stardocal functionals on
the phase space. W e de ne the space of stardocal expressions as a suitablke
closure of the space of free polynom ials of the phase space variables ry and
their derivatives evaluated w ith the M oyal star. Such expressions integrated
overM we call starJocal fiinctionals.

Locality plays no In portant role here, since after the closure one can arrive
at expressions w ith arbitrary num ber of explicit derivatives (pesides the ones
present In plicitly through the M oyal star). It is inm portant, that all expres—
sions can be approxim ated with only one type of the product (am ely, the
M oyal one), and no m ixed expressions w ith star and ordinary products ap—
pear. One also has to de ne what does \suitable closure" actually m ean, ie.
to x a topology on the space of the functionals. This question is related to
the restrictions which one In poses on the phase space variables. For exam ple,
the bracket of two adm issble functionals (see [[) below) should be again an
adm issble functional. This in plies that all Integrands are welkde ned and
all integrals are convergent. Stronger restrictions on the phase space variables
m ean weaker restrictions on the functionals, and vice versa. Such an analysis
cannot be done w ithout saying som e words about M (or about its’ com pact—
ness, at least)®. W e shall not attem pt to do this analysis here (postponing it
to a future work) . A 1l statem entsm ade below are true at least orr2 C! and
for polynom ial finctionals (o closure at all).

O bviously, it is enough to de ne the bracket on m onom ial finctionals and
extend it to the whole space by the linearity. G enerically, two such m onom ial
functionals read:

Z Z

R= dx@ n?Q@,np?2:::@ 1 ; R= dx@. rm?Q,52:::Q. x

(16)
j isamuliindex, @ |, isa di erential operator oforder j;J. The modi ed)

3Som e restrictionson M Hllow already from the existence of the M oyalproduct, w hich
requires existence of a global coordinate system at least in the noncom m utative directions.



canonical bracket of two m onom ials is de ned by the equation
X Z
fR;Rg= de@j @j+1rj+1?:::@j1rj 1 (r57m)
i3

2Q., @, myi?:::@ m g ( 1)I3FT 17)

In otherwords, to calculate the bracket between two m onom ials one hasto (3)
take all pairs ry, &; (i) use cyclic pemm utations under the integrals to m ove
r; to the last place, and = { to the 1rst; (iil) integrate by parts to rem ove
derivatives from rjy and r; (i) delete ry and =, put the Integrands one after
the other connected by ? and multiplied by (ry;m); (v) Integrate over M
A ctually, this is exactly the procedure one uses In usual com m utative theories
m odulo ordering am biguities follow ng from the noncom m utativisy.
The follow Ing Theoram dem onstrates that the operation we have jist de—
ned gives Indeed a Poisson structure on the space of stardocal functionals.

Theorem 2.1 LetR, R and R be starbcal finctionals on the phase space.
Then

(1) fR;Rg= fR;Rg (antisymm etry),

@) ffR;Rg;Rg+ ffR;Rg;Rg+ ffR;Rg;Rg= 0 (Jacobi identity).

P roof. W e start w ith noting that since we do not specify the origin of the
canonical variabls, the tin e coordinate does not play any signi cant rol, and
the statem ents above (@alm ost) ollow from the standard analysis [8]. H owever,
it is Instructive to present here a com plte proof as it show s that one do not
need to rew rite the star product through in nite series of derivatives (so that
the ? product indeed plays a rol of multiplication). Again, it is enough to
study the case when all functionalsarem onom ialones. Then the rstassertion
ollows from [7) and (ry;n) =  (@;rs). Let
Z
K= x@, £ 28,070 % : (18)

C onsider ffR;R”g;R\g. The st of the brackets \uses up" an x and an r;.
T he second bracket uses a variable w ith hat and another variable either from
R or from R'.Consider rstthe tem s in the repeated bracket which use twice
som e variables from R . A 1l such tem s com bine into the sum
Z
( DT I @) mif) P x@ e i@

ikije 1

rj]_

20 o @y ?@ mg ?@ Ty 2@ g

i i+ 1

?@ 1+ @Ak+1fk+l?:::@/\k 1fk 1



This com plicated expression is symm etric w ith respect to interchanging the
roles of the variables w ith hats and the varables w ith tilde. T herefore, it is
clear that the temm s having two brackets with r in ffR ;R g;Rg have exactly
the sam e form as above but with a m nus sign. No such tem s with two
bracketsw ith r) m ay appear in ffR;RAg;R g. Therefore, thiskind oftem s are
cancelled In £fR ;R‘g;R\g+ £fR ;R g;Rg+ ffR”;FQg;R g. By repeating the sam e
argum ents for £ and ¥ one proves our second assertion. 2

Onecan de ne a canonicalbracket between finctionals and densities (star—
Jocal expressions) by the equation:

Z

Rih@ &g = — o R Iy @)?hoE) (19)
To construct brackets between two densities (ie., to give a proper extension of
[@) to nonlinear functions) one hasto de ne starproductsw ith delta-fiinctions
which may be a very non-trivial task. W e shall never use brackets between
densities.
To use the canonical bracket In com putation of variations we need the
follow ing technical Lemm a.

Lemm a 2.2 Letp® and g, depend sn cothly on a param eter . W e assum e that
the variables ) (these are the ones which do not have canonical con jugates)
donotdependon . Leth(( )) ke a stardocal expression on the phase soace.

T hen
Z Z Z

@ J&x 2he( )= &Px @q)-? &y ?2h@);p &)
7
@ph)? Py ?h@)ig k) 20)

P roof. O bviously, it isenough to provethisLemma for = 1. Letusoconsider

rst the case when jist one ofthe canonical variables (say, B for a jist shgle
valie ofb) dependson ,andwhen h(x) = h (xr) 2@ pb ? h, (r) where neither
h; norh, depend on p°. Then

7 V4 7
@ d&xh@p= dExh?2@ @p°)?h,= ( 1)37 &Px@ @,?2h;)?@p°:
(21)
O n the other hand, by using [T1), one obtains
V4 V4 7
Pxhe); Ly @)2ay) = (177 &Px@ q?h)? : (22

Next weuse [[9) to see that the statem ent ofthisLemm a is lndeed true forthe
sin pli ed case considered. In general case one has to sum up m any ndividual



contributions to both sides of [20) from di erent canonicalvariables occupying
various places In h. Each ofthis contributions can be treated In the sam e way
as above. 2
A s an application, consider a noncomm utative eld theory describbed by
the action
Z Z

S = e h@E;g Ndx= peagdx H; 23)

where h is a stardocalexpression, it contains tem poralderivatives only im plic—
itly, ie. only though the M oyal star. Note, that due to [J) the star between
p® and @.q, can be om itted. If one takes into acoountfgxpljcjt tin e derivatives
only,onecan writep® = S=( @g).Then,H = S pR.ad® x.

T he equations ofm otion generated from the action [23) by taking variations
w ith respect to g and p can be w ritten in the \canonical" fom :

Qp® + fH ;p°g= 0; @ + fH ;qg= 0 24)

This can be easily shown by taking g( ) = g+ gand p( )= p+ p and
using Lemm a [ZJ. No explicit tin e derivative acts on . In a comm utative
theory generates constraints.

3 Constraints and gauge sym m etries

Let us specify the form of 23):
Z

S= pea ?G65(;9) hpig dx (25)

W e shallcallG 5 (p;q) a constraint, although due to the presence of the M oyal
star it cannot be interpreted as a condition on a space-lke surface. D irac clas-
si cation ofthe constraints can be also perform ed w ith them odi ed canonical
bracket. W e say that the constraints G 5 (p;q) are rst—class if their brackets
w ith h (p;q) and between each other are again constraints, ie.,
Z Z Z
&P x i?Gi; &P x j?Gj = & xC ©;a; ; )k?Gk; (206)
Z Z Z
Px 265 Lxhpig = EPxBpig )26 : @7)

By Theorem [2.11(1) the structure fiinctions are antisymm etric, C (;q; ; )7 =
C ;a; ; )3. Further restrictions on C and B ©llow from the Jacobi iden—
tities (cf. Theorem ZQ)).



Theorem 3.1 LetG;(;q) ke stclass constaints (so that 26) and {27) are
satis ed). Then the transform ations

V4

g = Lx I265p° ©28)
V4

G = Lx 12659 29)

= @’ CEw ;) BEig ) (30)

with arbitrary 7 are gauge symm etries of the action £3).

P roof. To prove this Theoram we sin ply check invariance of [23) under [28)
- [B0). Let f (p;q) be an arbitrary stardocal expression depending on the
canonical variables p and g only. Then, by [28) and [29),

Z

£ (;q) = Px 1265 f ;9 (31)

Tt isnow obviousthat that the transform ationsofG and h in the action [29) are
com pensated by the seocond and third tem s in respectively. T he ram aining
term in the action transform s as

Z
d xp*Qq, =
Z Z Z
= &Px Ly 126507 & 2@+ P20y 2650 &)
Z Z Z
= &Px Py 12650 26a @pH? Py I?265i% &)
Z Z
= J&xI?e6;= & %@ ( 7) 2G5 (32)

Here we used integration by parts and Lemma[ZJ. The last temm i [3]) is
com pensated by the rst (gradient) temm in the varation [BQ) . T herefore, the
action [23) is indeed invariant under [28) - [30) 2
Let us com pare the technique developed here to the O strogradski formm alism

for theordes w ith higher tin e derivatives. In this form alisn [14, 9] new phase
Soace varabls P (T) = pt+ T) and Q T) = g+ T) are introduced.
Then t is Interpreted as an evolution param eter, while T Ilabels degrees of
freedom  (num ber of degrees of freedom  is proportionalto the order oftem poral
derivatives). Then a delra-fiinction (T  T° appears naturally on the right
hand side of the Poisson brackets between Q and P calculated at the same
value oft. By retuming (haively) to the original variables g and p one obtains
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[d). In the approach of [U] one proceeds In a di erent way. The resuling
dynam ical system is interpreted asa system w ih an in nite num ber of second—-
class constraints. Additional rst—class constraints would lead to considerable
com plications in this procedure. T m ay happen that these two approaches are
equivalent, but this requires firther studies.

4 N oncom m utative gravity in tw o dim ensions

In R4]we considered an exam plk ofa two-din ensional topologicalnoncom m u—
tative gauge theory® which was equivalent to a noncom m utative version R21]
ofthe Jackiw Teiteboim gravity [L6]. It was the only noncom m utative graviyy
In two dim ensions known that far. In this section we construct a new m odel
and analyse is’ gauge sym m etries.

C onsider the action

z
1
s=Zl dEx" L 2R® 2v, &2 2 _2T® (33)

w ith the curvature tensor

i i
R® =" @1 @! tob b+ obit ]
1 1
+ % RDb i@b+§[! A 5Lb;b] (34)
and w ith the noncom m utative torsion
1
T* =@ & @&+ 5"% LTS N (Y= N
i a a
+§ b;e] biel : (35)
The elds and are combined into
ab = "ab j-ab : (36)

Here [; ], denotesanticom m utators. B oth com m utators and anticom m utators
are calculated w ith the M oyal star. Noncom m utative curvature and torsion
were derived In 211].

W euse thetensor ®= _ = diag+ 1; 1) tom ove indices up and down.
The Levi€ ivita tensor isde ned by ' = 1, so that the follow ing relations
hold

nl0 _ "= 1; "01 — "10 — "Ol — "10 =1: (37)

4In a spacespace noncom m utative theory sin ilar calculations were done in PH].

11



These relations are valid rboth " and " . Note, that " is always used
w ith both indices up.

In the commutative lin it the eldsb and deooupl, and the action
becom es equivalent to [[4) with U = 0 andV = V given n [3).

An additional U (1) gauge eld is typically necessary to close the gauge
algebra In NC case. This eld may play also another rolk: by adding an
additional abelian gauge eld one can overcom e the non-existence theorem
of k4] for a dilaton action for the so-called exact string black holk R27] and
construct a suitable action w ith the extended set of elds|28].

Tt is crucial to prove that the m odel [33) indeed has right num ber of gauge
sym m etries. A ccording to our analysis it isenough to show that the constraint
algebra closes w rt. to thebracket de ned above. O ne can rew rite [B3) in the
canonical form : 7

sS= &x pag 26 (38)
(cf. B9)). Here:

g = €iliibh);

p'= (ai 7 )i (39)
= @il
T he constraints are

1. i b
Ga= @ o+ Ena[llf plv + 5[ aibr] "abe1; (40)
Gs= @ +}['b1]+—i["] }"a[ el ; 41)

3= 1 2 ’ 2 r-1 2 b arel 14

i i i

Ga= @ 5[;}31]"' 5[;!1]"‘ E[a;el]: 42)

The follow ing form ulae hold for arbitrary trace operation on an operator
algebra. In our case, this trace is jist a spacetin e integral.

Tr(R.;B11B2;A2] Bi1;A]RA1;B2)= Tr(R.;A;1B1;B2)) @43)

Tr(R.;B1] B2;B2l: R1;B2l R2;B1l)= Tr(Ri;A21B1;B,1X44)

Tr(R.;B11 B2;A2] BijA2L R1;B2]) = Tr(B.;B2IR1;A2L) (@45)
R

T hese form ulae help to transform thebradckets nto a factorized form C ( ; )?
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G (;9) . The constraint algebra Indeed closes and reads

Z Z
282G, P?Gy, =0 46)
7 z 7
i
?2G3; ?2Gs = > [; 1?2Gy, @7)
7 z 7
i
?2Gy; ?2Gy = > [; 12Gy, 48)
7 7 "7
i
?2G3; ?2Gy = > [; 12G3 49)
Z Z Z
a 1 a "b
?7G3; 2G, = > [ "k "a?Gyp (50)
7 z "7
i
?2Gy; G, = > [; °1?G, (61)

R R
Here = d’x.

One can easily nd gauge symm etries of the action. T he transform ations
generated by G, read:

é_ @ a lna [l . :|+ iLbl' a], (52)
2 cle 7 ¢ 2 ’ ’
! = b=0;
— —wb ra, . — _l a
2 a[ ’ b]+r 2[ ’ a]l
— bw .
a — ba -

T he constraint G ;5 generates

_}"a b. . =}| . .
éa_ 2 bbl ]+l b 2[ I ]l (53)
- e b1

- 2 ’ ’

— }vvc [ . :|+. _}[ . ]. — i'[ . ]

a 2 a r chr 2 ’ ’ 2 ’

G auge sym m etries generated by G 4 are:
i i
€ = Eba; I; = 5[! i1 54)

b= @ iLb’]'
S

N
N
N -
~

13



In () - [R4) the functions ¢, and denote param eters of the gauge trans-
form ations.

Tn the com m utative lin it the transform ations [B7J) and [E3) becom e equiv—
alent to di eom orphisn s and local Lorentz transfom ations up to a eld-
dependent rede nition of the param eters (the symm etry [B4) decouples com —
pktely). Therefore, wem ay say that gauge sym m etries of the noncom m utative
action [33) contain noncom m utative deform ations of Lorentz and di eom or-
phisn group. This is a rather nontrivial fact sihoe rem ains constant under
the transform ations. A m ore elaborate discussion on noncomm utative di eo—
m orphisn in two din ension can be found In 21]. Unfortunately, it isnot clear
so farhow onem ay construct a gauge Invarant line elem ent.

To deform the W itten black hol onem ay use its formulation as a W ess—
Zum ino-N ovikov-W iten W ZW N) theory. A noncom m utative form ulation of
the U 2)=U (1) W ZW N modelwas constructed In 29]. The paper 9] does
not analyse gravity aspects of the model. Ik ram ains unclear whether the
deform ation of 9] is equivalent to the one presented above. T he action [33)
m ay also be obtained asa singular lim it ofthe noncom m utative JT m odel 211].
To prove that the gauge sym m etries are preserved in this Iim it is of the sam e
Jevel of com plexity as the direct analysis presented above.

Som ew hat surprisingly, construction of a proper noncom m utative defor-
m ation of classical action having proper number of gauge sym m etries is the
hardest part ofthe Pb. A nalysing classical solution seem sto be rather straight-
forward. Indeed, ket us In pose the gauge condition

& =0 =1 !o=0 k=0; (55)

wheree = 2 2 & &' | Then, as one can easily see, the equations of
m otion becom e linear and the m odel can be solved In a rather straightforward
way. Therefore, classical analysis of the noncom m utative m odel considered
here is sin ilar to what we have in the comm utative case (see [19] or m ore
details). However, transition between di erent form ulations of the dilaton
graviies rem ains a problm . For exam ple, it is not clear how one should
generalise the dilaton-dependent confom al transform ation described in sec. 1
to the noncom m utative case.

The gauge condition [BH) is the m ain technical ingredient of exact path
Integral quantisation of two-dim ensional com m utative dilaton gravities R0].
In the case of noncomm utative JT m odel this gauge condition also allowed
to calculate the path Integral exactly R2]. Adding the matter elds to this
form alisn [30] m ay cause a problem .

Let us conclude this section w ith som e ram arks on possibility of xed badk—
ground perturbative calculations in noncom m utative gravity theories. At least
at one-loop order the heat kemel technique [31]] seem s to be an adequate tool
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A generalisation of the heat kemel expansion on at M oyal spaces was con—
structed recently [32]. Even on curxrved M oyal m anifolds one can calculate

Jleading heat kemel coe cients and construct a generalisation of the P olyakov

action R2]. It is crucial that the operator descrbbing quantum  uctuations
contains only lft or only right star m ultiplications. If both types of m ulti-

plications are present sim ultaneously, the heat kemel expansion seem s to be

modi ed in an essentialway B3] due to them ixing ofultra-violt and nfra-red

scales discovered previously in Feynm an diagram s [34].

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have suggested a m odi cation of the Poisson bradket which
isde nedon eldsatdi erent values ofthe tin e coordinate. In thismodi ed
canonical form alian , only explicit tim e derivatives (ie., the oneswhich are not
hidden in the M oyalm ultiplication) de ne the canonical structure. A though
this m eans serious deviations from standard canonicalm ethods, the resulting
brackets still satisfy the Jacobi identities (Theorem [21) and generate classi-
cal equations of m otion. Ourmain result (Theoram [31l) is that we can still
de ne the notion of stclass constraints, which generate gauge sym m etries,
and these symm etries are w ritten down explicitly® . It would be interesting to
construct a classical BRST form alian starting w ith our brackets. Anyway, it
is In portant to restore the reputation of space-tin e noncom m utative theories.
This is required by the principles of symm etry between space and tin e, but
also by interesting physical phenom ena which appear due to the space tine
noncomm utativity (just as an exampl we may mention creation of bound
states w th hadron-lke spectra [3€]). To avoid confiisions we stress that our
analysis is purely classical. Tt is not clar whether our brackets can be used
for quantisation at all.

A s an application of the canonical form alism we considered noncom m uta—
tive gravity and constructed a new defomm ed dilaton graviy In two dim ensions
(which isa confom ally transfom ed string gravity) . N aively one would expect
that the presence of constant destrois a part of the symm etries (@nd this
really happens in non-gravitational noncom m utative theories). In our case,
however, we cbserve just right num ber of gauge symm etries in the deform ed
theory. It seem s that noncom m utativity naturally leads to graviy, aswell as
graviy naturally leads to noncom m utativity [2].

SJust existence of the symm etries does not com e as a great surprise in the view of the
analysisof 35]w hich isvalid fortheoriesw ith arbitrary pput nie!) orderoftin e derivatives.
An Im portant feature of the present approach is rather sin ple explicit form ulae sin ilar to
that in the case of com m utative theories w ith 1st order tim e derivatives.
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